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To  the  Voters  of  the  State  of  Michigan : 

In  considering  the  new  Constitution  which  you,  next  April,  are  to  adopt 
or  repudiate,  it  is  well  to  impress  upon  you  the  magnitude  of  the  interests 
involved,  and  this  can  hardly  be  better  accomplished  than  bv  showing  the 
part  in  our  government  which  a  State  Constitution  should  fulfill. 

Our  State  Government  must  be  republican  in  form.  It  is  a  government 
of  the  people.  The  wishes  or  opinions  of  all  the  people  in  governmental 
matters  not  being  alike  in  detail,  the  best  government  is  that  which  the 
majority  of  the  people  prefer,  combined  with  such  protection  to  the 
minority  as  will  preserve  rights  and  privileges,  which  we  claim  as  inherent, 
or  which  are  conceded  to  all. 

To  secure  stability  this  government  should  be  guarded  so  as  to,  as  far  as 
possible,  prevent  sudden  or  spasmodic  changes,  under  influences  of  passion 
or  excitement,  and  to  prevent  such  hasty  legislative  action  as  might  result 
in  evil  from  its  want  of  due  consideration  or  crudeness. 

In  a  pure  democracy  the  people  might  themselves  assemble  and  dictate 
the  rules  and  regulations  for  their  own  government.  This,  however,  being 
;  cumbersome  and  open  to  many  objections,  an  equivalent  for  it  has  resulted 
in  a  government  regulated  by  the  delegates  of  the  people,  selected  by  them 
for  that  purpose.  These  representatives  act  as  the  people,  and  legislate  for 
them,  and  to  as  far  as  possible  prevent  them  frorn  acting  otherwise,  as  well 
as  to  secure  to  all  their  inalienable  rights  and  privileges,  the  people,  through 
their  delegates  in  convention,  endeavor  to  accomplish  these  ends.  They 
get  up  a  Constitution  for  the  purpose,  which  is  to  be  ttie  controlling  or 
fundamental  law  of  the  State,  and  to  be  sure  that  it  is  what  the  people 
desire  it  is  submitted  to  their  consideration,  and  the  majority  decides  by 
ballot  its  adoption  or  repudiation. 

The  representatives  of  the  people  in  their  legislative  capacity  have  ail 
the  power  of  the  people  except  as  restricted  in  the  Constitution.  That 
instrument  should  be  mandatory  and  restrictive.  It  commands  what  the 
people  permanently  wish,  arid  it  prohibits  vvhat  they  desire  to  forbid 
Whatever  is  not  contained  in  it,  or  is  not  forbidden  hy  it,  remains  in  the 
power  of  the  representatives  of  the  people  in  the  Legislature. 

By  the  light  of  these  the  proper  functions  of  a  State  Constitution,  it  is 
proposed  to  examine  the  instrument  shortly  to  be  submitted  to  your  votes, 
and  see  if  it  fulfills  them.  An  impartial  and  unprejudiced  investigation  m 
convincing,  both  as  to  its  imperfection  and  the  impolicy  of  adopting  it. 
This  is  so  apparent  that  it  cannot  fail  to  be  condemned,  except,  perhaps,  by 
those  few  among  us  who  are  fond  of  an  excess  of  governing  power,  or  who 
would  lose  sight  of  our  State  interests  and  vote  for  it  because  it  contains 
clauses  tending  to  support  the  doctrines  and  policy  attempted  to  be  imposed 
by  the  Federal  Government  on  the  South  in  the  matter  of  equality  of  races 
and  test  oaths,  and  other  clauses  intended  to  enforce  the  sumptuary  laws 
and  policy  of  some  of  the  New  England  States. 

To  point  out  these  clauses  and  other  defects,  that  the  people  may  know 
what  they  are  to  vote  for  or  against,  is  the  object  of  this  document. 

The  first  objections  appear  in  Article  II,  headed  “  Bill  of  Rights.”  Our 
present  Constitution  contains  (sec.  34)  the  following :  “  No  'person  shall  he 
rendered  incompetent  to  he  a  witness  on  account  of  his  opinions  on  matters  of 
religious  belief .”  This  is  omitted  in  the  new’Constitition,  thus  leaving  power 
in  the  Legislature  to  render  the  testimony  of  either  Catholics  or  any  other 
denomination  incompetent. 

Section  7  of  the  new  Constitution  authorizes  the  Legislature  to  provide  in 
all  civil  and  criminal  cases  a  trial  by  a  jury  of  less  than  twelve  men  in  all 
Courts  “  not  of  record  ”  This  precludes  tlie  Legislature  from  authorizing  in 
courts  of  record  juries  of  less  than  twelve  in  either  civil  ox  criminal  cases. 
Under  the  existing  Constitution  the  Legislature  may  authorize  juries  of  less 
than  twelve  in  civil  cases  in  all  courts ,  and  in  criminal  cases  in  courts  not  of 
record.  Both  Constitutions  are  undoubtedly  defective  in  this,  but  the  new 
one  is  decidedly  the  worst.  Is  not  a  jury  of  twelve  men  of  as  much 
importance  in  the  lower  courts,  where  magistrates  are  generally 
unlearned  in  the  law7, as  in  the  higher  “courts  of  record,”  where  the  court  is 
presumed  to  be  competent  to  faithfully  and  intelligently  discharge  its  duty 
both  to  the  accused  and  to  the  people  ? 

Section  15  distinctly  authorizes  imprisonment  not  only  for  “  fraud  or 
breach  of  trust,”  as  in  the  existing  Constitution,  but  also  for  “  breach  of  promise 
to  marry  ”  This  is  not  only  new  but  of  the  most  doubtful  expediency.  It 
is  entirely  unnecessary  as  a  protection ;  would  in  most  cases  produce  the 
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contrary  effect  by  causing  gay  deceivers  to  run  away ;  is  properly  punish* 
able  by  law  when  accompanied  by  criminality,  and  when  this  is  not  the 
case  is  a  proper  subject  for  pecuniary  damages. 

Sections  16  and  17,  in  the  new  Constitution,  are  defective  and  inferior 
to  the  corresponding  clauses  in  the  old.  The  former  declares  “  every 
person  has  a  right  to  bear  arms  for  the  common  defense”  and  the  latter  “  the 
military  shall  be  in  strict  subordination  to  the  civil  power.” 

The  old  Constitution  declares  that  “every  person  has  the  right  to  bear 
arms  for  the  defense  of  himself  and  of  the  State;”  and  “the  military  shall 
in  all  cases  and  at  all  times  be  in  strict  subordination  to  the  civil  power.” 

This  is  more  specific  and  far  better  than  the  proposed  change,  which 
might  be  misconstrued  and  abused.  The  reserved  right  of  the  people  to 
bear  arms  for  their  oxen  defense  should  not  be  denied  nor  left  to  inference; 
and  the  people  should  insist,  unless  they  are  losing  their  love  and  venera¬ 
tion  for  Republican  institutions,  that  the  military  should  always  and  under 
nil  circumstances  be  in  strict  subordination  to  the  civil  power. 

Article  III  is  called  “  Elective  Franchise.”  It  is  the  most  important, 
because  on  some  accounts  the  most  objectionable  proposition  submitted  to 
your  votes.  It  expunges  the  word  “  white  ”  thus  establishing  in  this  State 
the  political  equality  of  the  races.  This  proposition  is  not  separately  sub¬ 
mitted  for  your  decision,  but  is  imposed  upon  you  if  you  ratify  the  new 
Constitution.  While  there  may  be  a  diversity  of  opinion  as  to  the  justice 
or  policy  of  some  time  granting  political  privileges  to  negroes,  there  can 
be  none  as  to  the  justness  or  propriety  of  having  so  important  a  change  in 
our  State  institutions  decided  on  its  individual  merits,  instead  of  attempt¬ 
ing  to  ride  it  into  existence  on  the  back  of  the  entire  instrument  submitted 
to  your  votes.  Especially  is  this  the  case,  when  it  is  remembered  that  the 
Convention  which,  in  1850,  framed  our  present  Constitution,  submitted 
this  very  question  separately  to  the  people,  and  they  rejected  it  by  a  large 
majority.  Since  then,  the  Legislature  could,  at  any  time,  had  it  believed 
such  a  change  to  be  desirable,  have  again  submitted  it,  and  thu3  have 
ascertained  your  views,  but  have  never  dared  to  do  so  This  fact,  backed 
up  by  the  present  attempt  to  ride  it  into  existence  in  this  way,  tends  to  the 
belief  that  the  majority  of  the  Convention  knew  it  was  not  the  wish  of  the 
people,  but  were  determined  to  impose  it  on  them.  Whatever  may  be  our 
private  opinions  on  the  main  question,  all  should  unite  in  a  stem  rebuke  of 
this  unfaithfulness  in  their  delegates. 

Thus  much  for  the  manner  of  its  submission.  Its  matter  is  objectionable 
and  adverse  to  the  interests  of  the  people  of  this  State  in  the  existing  con* 
dition  of  affairs  around  us.  It  is  unwise  and  impolitic  at  the  present  time. 
It  is  conclusively  proven  in  the  Southern  States,  that  the  elective  franchise 
>s  by  the  negroes  regarded  not  as  a  privilege,  but  as  a  license;  that  they 
look  upon  its  use  as  the  means  of  advancing  not  only  their  political  import¬ 
ance  and  influence  in  the  community,  but  also  their  comforts,  possessions, 
and  their  social  equality.  While  these  ideas  may  not  be  prevalent  among 
the  superior  cliss  of  negroes  now  in  our  State, "they  are  undoubtedly  so 
among  the  ignorant,  idle"  and  depraved  of  that  race  throughout  the  coun* 
try.  The  question  of  political  equality  having  in  all  the  neighboring 
States  been  decided  against  them,  the  effect  of  granting  it  in  this  State  will 
inevitably  be  to  attract  to  our  borders  the  most  worthless  of  that  class  of 
population  from  the  neighboring  States  and  from  the  Dominion  of  Canada. 
These  would  politically  strengthen  the  race  which  it  is  presumed  none  of 
us  wish  to  see  dominant  in  our  State;  they  would  be  at  once  thrown  in 
competition  with  our  white  laboring  classes,  and  they  would  socially 
demoralize  and  degrade  the  general  character  of  our  population.  These 
objections,  which  are  universal  in  their  application,  should  affect  the  votes 
of  our  entire  people.  Other  objections,  equally  grave,  but  perhaps  not  so. 
general,  will  occur  to  all  who  give  the  subject  a  wise  consideration,  and  will 
affect  them  more  or  less  according  to  their  general  political  ar.d  social  views. 

This  Franchise  Article  extends  the  right  of  suffrage  to  Indians,  while  in 
the  case  of  soldiers  employed  out  of  the  State  it  restricts  it.  It  confines  the 
privilege  in  their  case  to  “  those  persons  otherwise  entitled  thereto  who  may  be 
in  the  service  of  the  State  or  of  the  United  States  in  times  of  war,  insur¬ 
rection  or  rebellion.”  If  the  principle  of  soldiers  voting  is  correct,  why 
confine  it  to  those  who  have  resided  previously  in  the  State  three  months, 
and  in  the  Township  or  Ward  ten  days?  If  they  are  from  another  State, 
but  in  our  service— or  foreigners  who  have  not  been  in  the  State  quite  the 
period  prescribed — why  should  they  be  debarred  this  privilege  when  they 
are  evincing,  by  the  risk  of  their  lives,  their  fealty  to  the  State,  and  this  in 
the  strongest  possible  manner  by  volunteering  to  go  forth  to  fight  its  battles 
and  protect  the  rights,  not  only  "of  the  State,  but  of  the  voters  who  remain 
at  home  and  reap  the  benefit  of  their  efforts  ?  If  the  principle  is  correct, 
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these  soldiers  should  be  made  citizens  by  the  fact,  and  be  entitled  to  all  the 

privileges 

Section  9,  of  this  Article,  declares  that  no  idiot  or  insane  perron  shall  be 
an  elector.  Who  is  to  determine  this  fact?  The  present  Constitution  con¬ 
tains  no  such  provision;  and  in  high  party  times  serious  danger  may  be 
apprehended  from  it  What  might,  under  such  circumstances,  constitute  a 
disqualifying  infinity  can  only  be  inferred  from  recent  “constructions”  in 
high  places  of  clauses  in  the  Federal  Constituion,  not  so  liable  to  be  mis¬ 
used.  The  consciences  of  politicians  are  sometimes  very  elastic,  and  their 
daring  is  to  be  dreaded. 

Section  11  of  this  article  empowers  the  Legislature  to  authorize  townships 
to  hold  their  elections  within  the  corporate  limits  of  adjoining  cit  ies.  This 
is  a  new  and  most  unwise  provision,  leading  to  fraud  and  corruption. 

The  entire  article  on  “Elective  Franchise”  will  thus  be  seen  to  be 
detrimental  to  our  best  interests,  and  far  inferior  to  the  article  on  “  Elections” 
in  the  present  Constitution,  which  it  is  intended  to  supplant. 

Article  Y,  headed  “  Legislative  Department*”  makes  important  changes 
which  are  anything  but  improvements.  It  increases  the  number  of  mem¬ 
bers,  changes  the  arrangement  of  some  of  the  districts,  and  increases  the 


pay  and  allowances  as  follows,  for  a  session  of  fifty  days: 

One  hundred  members  at  $1  per  day  extra,  for  fifty  days . $5,000  00 

Ten  additional  members  at  $4  per  clay,  “  “  “  2,000  00 

Thirty-two  Senators  at  $1  per  day  extra,  “  “  “  1,600  00 

One  additional  Senator  at  $4  per  day,  “  “  “  200  00 

President  and  Speaker  $2  per  day  extra,  “  “  “  200  00 

Senate  and  House,  143  members,  $10  increase  in  stationery .  1,430  00 

Laws  to  be  published  in  ten  papers,  at  $50 . 1 .  500  00 


Total  increase . $10,930  00 


A  careful  perusal  of  the  entire  article  will  disclose  in  addition  to  this 
increase  of  the  burthens  on  our  tax-payers,  a  most  crude  and  imperfect 
definition  of  the  Legislative  powers  and  duties,  w’hich,  if  adopted,  w  ill 
occupy  the  entire  time  of  the  Supreme  Couit  in  an  attempt  to  construe 
them,  which  must  be  unsuccessful. 

Section  28  of  this  article  is  new,  and  authorizes  the  Legislature  to 
empower  any  city  or  township  by  a  vote  of  a  majority  of  those  voting,  to 
raise  by  tax  a  sum  of  money  in  aid  of  any  railroad  company  or  companies 
“not  exceeding  ten  per  cent  of  the  assessed  valuation  of  said  city  or  town¬ 
ship,”  provided  “that  the  amount  so  levied  shall  not.  when  added  to  the 
principal  of  the  outstanding  credits  of  such  city  or  township  exceed  ten 
per  cent  of  the  assessed  valuation  aforesaid  ” 

The  wisdom  of  this  may  -well  be  doubted.  In  oriier  States  where  the 
poiver  has  been  exercised,  experience  has  prove  i  most  decidedly  its 
impolicy,  and  with  this  experience  staring  us  in  the  face  it  would  seem 
unwise  to  sanction  it  by  such  a  constitutional  clause.  The  voice  of  the 
people  if  sustaining  this  clause  will  be  considered  as  the  indication  of  their 
wish  to  generallygrant  sucli  aid,  and  will  result  in  a  general  law  authorizing 
all  localities  to  do  so. 

There  is  also  to  be  submitted  separately  to  the  people,  section  34  of  this 
article,  which  is  in  the  following  words:  “The  Legislature  shall  not  pass 
any  act  authorizing  the  grant  of  license  for  the  sale  of  ardent  spirits  or 
intoxicating  liquors,  but  shall  by  law  prohibit  the  sale  of  the  same  as  a 
beverage”  The  italicized  sentence  is  added  to  the  clause  of  the  present 
Constitution  on  the  same  subject. 

To  fully  understand  the  bearing  and  importance  of  this  clause,  vre  must 
revert  to  the  circumstances  under  ’which  it  w’as  manipulated.  The  Conven¬ 
tion  wras  largely  composed  of  men  wdio  insisted  on  the  prohibitory  clause. 
They  wanted  it  to  justify  a  Maine  Liquor  Law  and  a  ttate  Constabulary  in 
this  State,  and  they  desired  to  incorporate  it  in  the  Constitution,  as  wras  the 
negro  suffrage  clause.  After  much  discussion  and  lobbying  it  wras  generally 
conceded  that  the  Constitution  would  be  defeated  with  this  clause^inserted, 
and  the  cunning  of  the  members  of  the  Convention  wras  then  displayed  in 
so  arranging  the  matter  that  while  pretending  fairness  to  deceive  the  people, 
their  end  would  be  gained  of  obtaining  the  necessary  power  to  prevent  the 
sale  or  use  of  spirituous  or  intoxicating  liquors.  The  nominal  compromise 
wras  therefore  effected  of  submitting  the  clause  separately,  while  the  power 
to  accomplish  trie  same  result  was  reserved  in  other  portions  of  the  new 
Constitution.  Thus,  in  article  YI,  section  12,  on  “  Finance  and  Taxation,” 
it  will  be  “  perceived  that  “the  Legislature  shall  provide  a  uniform  rule  of 
taxation,  except  on  property,  business,  and  corporations  paying  a  specific 
tax.”  This  word  “  business ”  w7as  inserted  at  a  late  day,  and  very  quietly, 
that  it  might  confer  the  powrer  on  the  Legislature  to  discriminate  against  any 


particular  business  by  the  imposition  of  a  tax  which  would  be  prohibitory  on 
that  business.  Under  the  existing  Constitution  it  is  true  that  the  Legisla¬ 
ture  cannot  “license”  the  selling  of  liquor;  but  under  the  new  Constitution, 
even  if  the  prohibitory  clause  is  rejected,  the  Legislature  is  authorized  to 
tax  it  out  of  existence ,  if  it  sees  fit  to  do  so  —  and  any  Legislature  composed 
of  such  men  as  were  sent  into  the  Convention  would  do  so  without  hesita¬ 
tion.  It  will  thus  be  seen  that  it  will  be  necessary  to  vote  against  ike 
prohibitory  clause  as  an  admonitory  expression  of  the  views  of  the  majority 
of  the  people  on  this  question,  and  it  will  also  be  necessary  to  vote  against 
the  new  Constitution  to  prevent  a  Legislature  trom  accomplishing  the  same- 
result  as  soon  as  it  has  the  power.  This  action  on  the  part  of  the  people 
will  have  the  effect  of  a  complete  repudiation  of  the  attempt  to  authorize 
sumptuary  laws  in  our  State,  and  will  afford  a  strong  hint  of  the  wishes  and 
power  of  the  people  to  Legislatures  which  may  assemble  under  the  existing 
Constitution.  There  are  other  defects  in  the  new  Constitution  having  an 
important  bearing  on  this  subject  —  such  for  instance  as  that  which 
permits  “  test  oaths.” 

In  Article  VII,  ‘‘Judicial  Department,”  the  first  Section  vests  the 
Judicial  power  in  “  Supreme,  Circuit,  Probate  and  Justices  Courts,  and  in 
svxh  other  Courts  and  Tribunals  as  shall  be  authonzed  by  law.”  This  italicized 
sentence  is  additional  to  the  corresponding  clause  in  the  old  Constitution, 
and  gives  the  Legislature  unlimited  and  most  objectionable  power  to  estab¬ 
lish  County  Courts  or  any  and  as  many  others  as  it  chooses.  Its  exercise 
can  but  have  the  effect  of  diluting  the  respect  of  the  people  for  courts,  and 
of  complicating,  to  an  endless  extent,  the  forms  of  litigation.  It  also,  in 
effect,  gives  the  Legislature  power  to  abolish  the  elective  system. 

This  article  omits  the  power  in  the  present  Constitution  given  to  the 
Legislature  to  abolish  distinctions  between  law  and  equity  proceedings, 
and  omits  the  clause  prohibiting  the  office  of  Master  in  Chancery.  It  also 
omits  the  important  provision  requiring  the  decisions  of  the  Supreme  Court 
to  be  in  writing  and  signed  by  the  Judges,  which  was  considered  necessary 
in  the  present  Constitution  to  prevent  a  misconstruction  and  misrepre¬ 
sentation  of  oral  opinions,  as  formerly  delivered. 

It  also  confers  the  power  on  the  Legislature  to  give  unlimited  jurisdiction 
to  Justices  of  the  Peace  and  Probate  Courts  in  civil  and  criminal  cases.  This 
is  dangerous. 

In  Article  IX,  “  Impeachments  and  Removals  from  Office,”  the  present 
Constitution  prohibits  the  trial  of  an  impeachment  until  after  the  adjourn¬ 
ment  of  the  Legislature,  and  was  to  prevent  interruption  to  the  Legislative 
business.  The  new  Constitution  leaves  this  discretionary,  and  suspends 
the  accused  from  office  during  the  trial  and  until  after  acquittal.  Under  this 
a  corrupt  House  can  at  any  time  suspend  an  officer  by  simply  going 
through  the  form  of  impeachment. 

Section  9  gives  power  to  the  Governor  to  convene  the  Senate  and  House 
to  impeach  an  officer.  Why  such  expense?  It  also  empowers  the  Presi¬ 
dent  of  the  Senate  and  the  Speaker  of  the  House  to  convene  the  House  to 
direct  the  impeachment  of  the  Governor,  and  if  directed,  then  immediately 
to  convene  the  Senate  to  try  such  impeachment.  It  is  a  dangerous  power, 
and  the  argument  that  it  will  not  be  exercised  unnecessarily,  is  not  valid. 
There  have  been  periods  and  occasions  when  party  passions  would  have 
induced  such  action,  and  the  two  officers  named  are  not  safe  depositaries  of 
such  power. 

Article  X  increases  the  salaries  of  the  State  officers,  as  follows : 


Governor,  additional  pay , .  $2,000 

Secretary  of  State,  additional  pay , .  1,200 

State  Treasurer,  additional  pay . .  1 ,500 

Commissioner  of  the  Land  Office,  additional  pay , .  1,200 

Superintendent  of  Public  Instruction,  additional  pay , .  1,500 

Auditor- General,  additional  pay, .  1,500 

Attorney-General,  additional  pay , . 1,200 

Four  Judges  of  Supreme  Court,  additional  pay,. . . .  2,000 

Fifth  Judge  added  in  1867 . .  3,000 

Eleven  Circuit  Judges ,  additional  pay, . .  12,000 


Total . $26,900 

Add  the  additional  pay  of  Legislature .  10,930 


Total  increase  with  Biennial  Sessions. . . . $37,830 

If  it  be  decided  to  hold  Annual  Sessions,  every  other  year  the 

additional  cost  would  be  at  least . $75,000 


Making  an  additional  total  of. . . $112,830 
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So  that,  separate  and  apart  from  appropriations  not  fixed  by  the  new 
Constitution,  we  should  have  one  year  an  additional  expense  of  $37,830, 
and  with  an  annual  session  of  the  Legislature,  an  additional  expense  of 
$112,830— these  additions  alternating. 

It  may  well  be  asked  what  all  this  means.  We  have  on  the  present  sal¬ 
aries  gone  through  six  of  the  most  expensive  years  that  the  State  ha3  ever 
known.  We  have  for  them  commanded  the  best  talent  that  the  party  in 
power  contained.  They  may  not  have  afforded  to  the  recipients,  while 
reposing  in  their  official  dignity,  at  home  and  in  safety,  the  luxuries  of  life, 
but  certainly  they  did  not  impose  the  deprivations  and  discomforts  endured 
by  those  who  left  their  homes  to  fight  the  enemy  in  the  front.  The 
tendency  of  prices  is  now'  downward,  and  it  is  certainly  no  time,  with 
the  frightful  burthens  already  incurred  bearing  down  the  tax-payers,  to 
increase  them  by  salaries,  whose  only  effect  will  be  to  attract  incompetent 
demagogues  to  aspire  to  office  for  the  sake  of  the  money  it  affords.  This 
whole  thing  is  in  the  wrong  direction,  and  should  be  repudiated  by  the 
people.  It  is  an  example  which,  if  indorsed  by  them,  will  surely  influence 
the  Legislature  to  increase,  in  like  manner,  all  of  the  salaries  which  it 
regulates. 

Section  2,  of  this  article,  is  a  new  Constitutional  provision,  which 
requires  “the  Governor  and  State  officers  to  superintend  in  person  the 
duties  of  their  respective  offices.”  What  a  reflection  on  the  present  incum¬ 
bents  ! 

Article  XI,  on  “  Finance  and  Taxation,”  we  have  before  referred  to  as 
objectionable  in  excepting  “business”  from  an  uniform  rule  of  taxation . 
This  confers  an  immense  and  most  dangerous  power  upon  the  Legislature 
to  tax  any  business  out  of  existence. 

Article  XIY,  on  “  Counties,”  omits  the  provision  in  the  existing  Consti¬ 
tution  authorizing  the  Board  of  Supervisors  to  provide  for  laying  out 
highways,  constructing  bridges,  and  organizing  townships.  It  is  difficult 
to  account  for  such  an  omission.  The  effect  is  to  leave  the  powTer  in  the 
hands  of  the  Legislature.  Who  are  the  best  judges  as  to  the  necessity  for 
such  improvements? 

In  relation  to  changing  a  county' seat,  the  present  rule,  requiring  it  to 
be  proposed  by  two-thirds  of  the  supervisors  and  ratified  by  a  majority  of 
the  voters,  is  reversed.  Under  the  new  Constitution,  if  adopted,  a  majority 
of  the  supervisors  may  propose,  but  it  will  require  two-thirds  of  the  voters 
to  ratify. 

Article  XV,  “  Townships,”  changes  the  day  for  holding  township  elec¬ 
tions  from  the  first  Monday  in  April  to  the  first  Tuesday  in  March. 

The  present  Constitution  enumerates  the  township  officers.  The  new 
Constitution  permits  the  Legislature  to  make  “  such  other  township  officers  as 
it  may  by  law  provide .”  This  is  an  unwise  and  dangerous  power. 

Article  XYI,  “  Cities  and  Yiilages ,”  provides  that  the  Mayor  and  Aider- 
men  of  Cities,  and  the  President  and  Trustees  of  Yiilages,  shall  be  elected, 
and  that  all  other  officers  shall  be  elected  or  appointed  as  the  Legislature 
may  direct.  This  is  an  outrageous  innovation  upon  the  right  of  the  people 
to  self-government,  and  should  alone  be  sufficient  to  condemn  the  new 
Constitution.  The  Legislature  is,  as  we  have  shown,  in  other  articles, 
authorized  to  make  such  offices  as  it  pleases,  and  in  this  one  to  provide  for 
their  appointment  in  such  manner  as  the  Legislature  may  direct.  It  was 
avowed  in  the  Convention  that  this  power  was  granted  expressly  for  the 
establishment  of  “  Boards  of  Commissioners”  to  govern  the  city  of  Detroit. 
Those  already  established  in  that  city  are  appointed  by  the  Governor,  and 
one  of  them  is  vested,  by  the  Legislature,  with  power"  to  estimate  for  and 
regulate  its  own  expenses,  beyond  the  control  of  even  the  freemen  of  the 
city.  There  is  no  supervision  or  appeal.  There  is  no  accountability ;  and 
the  people  of  that  city  have  by  law  no  voice  in  their  selection,  appointment, 
or  in  their  expenditures ;  and  yet  they  must  pay  the  taxes  they  choose  to 
demand  to  support  them.  The  extent  to  which  this  Commission  business 
might  be  carried  is  faintly  shadowed  in  the  attempt,  which  would  have 
been  successful  but  for  the  veto  of  Governor  Crapo,  to  add  to  the  two 
“Commissions”  already  established  in  that  city,  another  to  control  every 
other  department  of  the  city.  It  would  have  left  to  the  people  but  the 
election  of  a  mayor  and  aldermen,  whose  authority  was  by  law  restricted 
to  carrying  out  the  edicts  of  these  State  “  Commissioners  ;”*and  the  people 
of  that  city  would  have  been  controlled  and  taxed  by  six  men,  appointed 
for  six  years,  by  a  Governor  politically  antagonistic  to  Detroit,  and  with  no 
local  interests  in  it.  But  this  power  in  a  partisan  Legislature  to  thus  afflict 
any  locality  which  may  not  agree  with  it  in  politics,  by  appointing  Commis¬ 
sioners  to  govern  and  to  tax  it,  is  not  only  an  innovation  on  old  established 
rights,  it  fi  also  the  most  impolitic  authority  both  for  the  Legislature  t* 
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exercise  or  for  the  people  to  submit  to.  It  deprives  the  local  governments 
of  all  stability*  One  Legislature  cannot  use  such  a  power  to  punish  a 
locality  for  its  poliiical  preferences  without  absolutely  entailing  upon  its 
successor  in  turn  not  only  to  repeal  but  to  retaliate.  If  it  is  exercised  in 
the  interests  of  one  party,  the  other  will  when  in  power  be  compelled  by 
the  people  to  also  exercise  it.  Let  the  people  of  this  State  ponder  well 
their  local  interests  and  decide  whether  a  Legislature  is  to  have  power  to  so 
absolutely  control  them.  Detroit  alone  is  the  present  victim.  But  each 
voter  of  both  parties,  throughout  the  State,  must  remember  that  his  own 
locality  is  subject  to  the  same  despotic  authority. 

In  the  next,  article  are  some  objectionable  provisions.  It  authorizes  two- 
thirds  of  the  Legislature  to  grant  special  charters  to  any  find  of  a  corpora¬ 
tion  ;  or  by  the  same  vote  to  extend  the  franchises  enjoyed  under  the  general 
law.  Having  granted  the  special  charter  by  a  two-third  vote,  the  next 
Legislature  may  revoke,  limit  or  curtail  its  privileges  by  a  vote  of  a  bare 
majority.  This  is  not  calculated  to  give  stability  to  corporations  or  joint 
stock  companies. 

It  limits  the  liability  of  Banks  to  the  “stockholders”  in  proportion  to 
their  stock,  omitting  the  wise  provision  of  the  present  Constitution  making 
the  “  officers”  of  the  Bank  also  liable.  Under  this  the  “officers,”  who 
alone  have  power  to  bankrupt  a  Bank,  go  scot-free.  The  present  Constitu¬ 
tion  makes  all  stockholders  individually  liable  for  all  labor  performed  for 
the  corporation  or  association.  The  new  Constitution  limits  tliis  liability 
to  the  labor  performed  during  the  time  they  were  such  stockholders.  This 
leaves  it  only  necessary  to  transfer  the  stock  to  another  name  and  the 
individual  liability  of  the  stockholder  passes  out  of  existence.  A  man  to 
be  individually  liable  must  be  a  stockholder.  The  poor  laborer  can  hold 
him  for  labor  performed  while  he  was  a  stockholder  to  the  proportionate 
extent  of  his  stock ;  but  if  he  transfers  his  stock  he  is  not  liable,  because  he 
is  not  a  stockholder;  and  yet  the  person  to  whom  he  transfers  it  is  not 
liable  because  the  work  was  not  performed  lohile  he  was  a  stockholder .  This  is 
an  outrage  on  the  laboring  classes,  depriving  them  of  part  of  the  security 
the  present  Constitution  gives  them  for  labor  performed  for  joint  stock 
companies.  It  is  a  strong  temptation  for  the  rich  to  swindle  the  laborer  by 
nominal  transfers  of  Block  —  and  it  is  giving  an  advantage  to  wealth  at  the 
expense  of  poverty. 

The  first  section  of  Article  XIX,  “  Miscellaneous  Business  ”  omits  one  of 
the  most  important  provisions  of  the  present  Constitution,  and  thus  per¬ 
mits  the  Legislature  to  impose  as  a  qualification  for  any  office  such  an  oath 
as  it  may  see  fit.  Our  present  Constitution  declares  that  no  other  oath 
than  that  prescribed  in  the  Constitution  shall  be  required  as  a  qualification 
for  office.  But  by  omitting  this  prohibition,  the  Legislature  can  accom¬ 
plish,  through  the  exercise  of  the  power  thus  permitted,  a  great  deal  that  it 
could  not  otherwise  accomplish.  It  was  the  intention  of  some  of  the  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Convention,  to  confer  this  power  upon  the  Legislature,  that  it 
might  enforce  the  Liquor  laws,  which,  if  the  new  Constitution  is  ratified,  it 
can  pass.  It  enables  the  Legislature  to  compel  every  officer  or  person  hold¬ 
ing  trust,  to  take  an  oath  to  enforce  these  enactments,  and  it  permits  the 
Legislature  to  impose  any  other  oaths  or  religious  tests.  Are  the  people 
prepared  to  grant  such  a  power  to  any  Legislative  body  ? 

The  provisions  for  carrying  out  the  new  Constitution  are  as  objection¬ 
able  and  imperfect  as  the  instrument  itself.  It  is  not  deemed  best  to 
lengthen  this  document  by  a  particular  reference  to  them.  What  has  been 
written,  will  show  that  the  time  for  holding  a  Convention  to  revise  the 
Constitution  was,  in  the  then  state  of  the  public  mind,  and  of  public  affairs, 
most  inauspicious ;  that  the  majority  of  the  Convention  were  incompetent 
for  a  wise  performance  of  the  work;  and  that  the  result  of  their  labor  is 
not  only  a  more  imperfect  and  objectionable  Constitution  than  that  under 
which  we  are  now  suffering,  but  a  decided  retrogression  from  the  “  Repub¬ 
lican  form  of  Government  ”  established  by  our  founders.  Let  the  people 
of  this  State  carefully  examine  its  provisions,  and  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
the  alternative  is  not  the  old  Constitution,  but  the  power  to  the  next  Legis¬ 
lature,  which  may  be  chosen  with  that  view,  to  authorize  another  and  such 
a  Constitution  as  the  people  may  wish,  go  vote  on  this  one  as  to  convey  an 
unmistakable  expression  of  their  wishes. 

A  CITIZEN. 


